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- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication^) filed on 06 February 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) £7 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1^7 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) [3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PT041 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) P a P er No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) U Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ~ — _________ , 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070305 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Oath/Declaration 

The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

It does not state that the person making the oath or declaration believes the 
named inventor or inventors to be the original and first inventor or inventors of 
the subject matter which is claimed and for which a patent is sought. 

The specification to which the oath or declaration is directed has not been 
adequately identified. See MPEP § 602. 

It does not state that the person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and 
understands the contents of the specification, including the claims, as amended 
by any amendment specifically referred to in the oath or declaration. 

It does not state that the person making the oath or declaration acknowledges 
the duty to disclose to the Office all information known to the person to be 
material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56. 

The clause regarding "willful false statements ..." required by 37 CFR 1.68 has 
been omitted. 

It does not identify the citizenship of each inventor. 

It does not identify the city and either state or foreign country of residence of 
each inventor. The residence information may be provided on either an 
application data sheet or supplemental oath or declaration. 



Application/Control Number: 10/774,270 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3625 

Claim Objections 

Claims 3 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 3 
recites the misspelled word "bu", and claim 7 recites the misspelled word "of. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

This claim recites the limitation 'The localized web sites" in line 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Referring to claim 1 : This claim is directed to a process (i.e. method). The 
process recites the following three steps: 1) Provide a national online auction site; 2) 
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Provide a national business advertisements web site; 3) Provide many localized, by zip 
codes, online web sites. 

These three steps fail to produce a useful, concrete, and tangible result. The 
claimed invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application. That is, it must 
produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result." State Street, 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 
USPQ2d at 1601-02. The purpose of this requirement is to limit patent protection to 
inventions that possess a certain level of "real world" value, as opposed to subject 
matter that represents nothing more than an idea or concept, or is simply a starting 
point for future investigation or research (Brenner v. Manson, 383 U.S. 519, 528-36, 148 
USPQ 689, 693-96); In re Ziegler, 992, F.2d 1197, 1200-03, 26 USPQ2d 1600, 1603-06 
(Fed. Cir. 1993)). In the present case, the steps of "providing", by itself, produces no 
useful, concrete, and tangible result that would meet the practical application 
requirement. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Taylor (US 2006/0184504 A1 ). 

Referring to claims 1-7 : Taylor teaches a process for localizing online auctions 
and local or national business by zip codes, comprising: Provide a national online 
auction site; Provide a national business advertisements web site; and Provide many 
localized, by zip codes, online web sites (paragraph [0046]). . 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Naeem Haq whose telephone number is (571 )-272- 
6758. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on (571)-272-6763. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 



It appears that the applicant in this application is a pro se applicant (an inventor filing the 
application alone without the benefit of a Patent Attorney or Agent). Applicant may not be 
aware of the preferred methods of ensuring timely filing of responses to communications 
from the Office and may wish to consider using the Certificate of Mailing or the Certificate of 
Transmission procedures outlined below. 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

To ensure that the Applicant's mailed response is considered timely filed, it is advisable to include a "certificate 
of mailing" on at least one page (preferably on the first page) of the response. This "certificate" should consist 
of the following statement: 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope 
addressed to: "Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 
VA 22313-1450" on (date). 

(Typed or printed name of the person signing this certificate) 

(signature) 



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 
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Alternatively, if applicant wishes to respond by facsimile rather than by mail, another method to ensure that the 
Applicant's response is considered timely filed, is to include a "certificate of transmission" on at least one page 
(preferably on the first page) of the response. This method should be used by foreign applicants without access 
to the U.S. Postal Service. This "certificate" should consist of the following statement: 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted 

to the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Fax No. (703) - 

on (date). 

(Typed or printed name of the person signing this certificate) 

(signature) 

These "Certificates" may appear anywhere on the page, and may be handwritten or typed. They must be 
signed, and the date must be the actual date on which it is mailed or transmitted. 
For the purpose of calculating extensions of time, the date shown on the certificate will be 
construed as the date on which the paper was received by the Office, regardless of the date 
the U.S. Postal Service actually delivers the response, or the fax is "date-stamped" in. In this 
way, postal or transmission delays do not'affect the extension-of-time fee. 
In the event that a communication is not received by the Office, applicant's submission of a 
copy of the previously mailed or transmitted correspondence showing the originally signed 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission statement thereon, along with a statement from the 
person signing the statement which attests to the timely mailing or transmitting of the 
correspondence, would be sufficient evidence to entitle the applicant to the mailing or 
transmission date of the correspondence as listed on the Certificate of Mailing or 
Transmission, respectively. 

NOTICE TO APPLICANT: In the case of lost or late responses the use of other "receipt 
producing" forms of mailing a correspondence to the Patent Office, such as Certified Mail, or a 
private shipper such as FedEx, WILL NOT result in the applicant getting the benefit of the 
mailing date on such receipts^ These receipts are not considered to be acceptable evidence 
since thergjs-nothing to "tie-in" the receipt with the particular document allegedly submitted. 



tfaeem Haq, Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 

February 5, 2007 



